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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

( 1 ) Michael D. Pham . 

(2) Cam y Truono . 

Date of Interview: 18 October 2007, 



13) Scott A. Stinebruner (rea, 38.323) . 

> 

(4) . 



Type: a)S Telephonic b)n Video Conference 

c)n Personal [copy given to: 1)0 applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)n Yes e)n No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 7. 

Identification of prior art discussed: Ozbutun and Thai . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)n was reached, g)n was not reached. h)l3 N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agre^meht \Vas reached, or any other comments: Applicant's represenative explained the invention with respect to the 
claims. The examiners discussed the prior art in respect to the agenda. It was suggested to further define primary 
task with respect to figure 3. Examiners' further suggested to clarify the claims in respect to the arguements presented 
in the agenda such as further clarify "background task that is associated with the same query"; and to incorporate 
claim 12. Examiners will further review the case for allowance, pending any remaining issues, such as 35 U.S.C. 112, 
when a formal response is submitted. 
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^L03 rejection 

Claim 7 luxis a lirsl, primary task and a second, background lask lhal run concuijentiv 
and are associ at ed with the sama query . The piiinary task retrieves records fTom storage 
using a bitmap that lias been iniltahzed to all acti ve values. The background tafik updates 
the bitmap by settmg values inactive tor records that are determined from an index to not 
correspond io a selection criteria. 

Examiner admits lliai docs not disclose (1) running a background task associated with 
the same query concurrently with a primary task; (2) scanning a column of a table using 
an index and determining records not satisfying portitm ol' selection criteria. Instead, 
Examiner relies on new reference to Ozbutim. 

Ozbutun does not disclose a background task for uodating/buildirm a bitmap, where the 
background task is associated with the same querv as the primary task. 

Ozbutun discloses transactions that concurrently access dilVerent segments of a 
bitmap to update the bitmap; however, these transactions are not associated with 
thc.samc que ry as the primary task . The transactions perform updates to 
correspond to changes made to the underlying table data^ not to build the bitmap, 
(col. 6, lines 29-45). 

Examiner asserts tasks are '"associated with same query*' because "queries are for 
the same bitmap/' This is incoiTect Bitmaps are associated with coluuxas of 
data, not queries. Completely dii Terent queries can use the same bitmap. 

Ozbutun does not disclose updatmg a bitmap responsive to scanning a column of a table 
usi na an index built over the column , 

Ozbutun discloses transactions that update a bitmap respimsive to changes made 
to the underlymg table data, not by scanning an index, (col. 6, lines 29-45). 

Ozbutun discloses tlie bitmaps as bemg "bitmap indexes;" however, claim 7 
requires a bitinap and an index, and there is no disclosure that an index is 
accessed when determining whether to update a bitmap. 

Thai also teaches away, since col. 9, line 63 to col. 10, line 4 teaches that ( 1) a bitmap is 
built only when no uidex exists, and (2) the avoidance of accessing records only occurs 
on "subsequent query operations performed lor the expression." Ozbutun also does not 
suggest any progressive building of a bitmap concurrently with usii^ the bitmap to 
process a query. 
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